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Entire Cities to Be Evacuated 1 . 
: : — “ ~ — ■/ 

Soviet H-Bomb Claim Changes 
XL S. Civil Defense Policy 

• ■ •' '• ’ • f •' 

Dr. Lapp, a noted nuclear phyeeisti was formerly a high 
official in the Government 'e atomic bomb project. This is the 
but of three articles on the Soviet H-bomb announcement. 

By Ralph E.. Lapp i 
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BOMB — From Page 1 - 

bigger A-bombs— equal to 100,- 
000 tons of TNT— be assumed. 

As the assumed power -of the 
Soviet A-bombs was raised our 
civil defense experts became in- 
creasingly worried that no cor- 
responding change was being 
made in CD plans for our cities. 

Some FCDA officials recog- 
nised that tbe United States ci- 
vilian defense was scarcely ca- 
pable of coping with the- threat 
of old-fashioned 1945 model 
A-bombs. Our CD measures 
consisted largely of disaster re- 
lief operations which were de- 
signed to ' pick-up-the-pieces 
after an atomic attack. In ef- 
fect our civilian defense was a 
warmed-over version of the kind 
which Britain used In the last 
war, effective then, ridiculous 
now. 

The thing which convinced 
FCDA that It had to change its 
plans was a lengthy study known 
as Project East ' River. Of- 
ficially released to a limited 
, group, early this year, this re- 
port Is a careful analysis of the 
vulnerability of the United 
States to atomic attack. One 


hundred atomic scientists and had roofs they would be ghost 
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. shelters cost money and to date 

very few have been built When 
FCDA proposed a big shelter 
program to the Congress it was 
flatly turned down. 

3. The third philosophy of 
atomic survival Is to GET OUT 
OF TOWN. In other words to 
leave the target city in advance 
of the attack. The big IF here 
is getting enough warning so 
that you have time - to put 
distance between you and the 
bomb. 

However, if we - establish an 
early .warning system in tbe 


Arctic (ground-based radar and 
search radar carried by'B-36 
patrol aircraft flying across the 
North Pole) we can get early 
warning. We do not have this 
early warning now because our 
radar Installations are tpo close 
to home. 

The Federal Civil Defense 
Administration was driven to 
adopt a new policy— evacuating 
our cities— because its experts 
recognized that you aimply 
cannot stay lii the city and have 
much' hope of coming out 'un- 
scathed. Getting out of the' city 
Is the only way out for 'civil 
defense. 

JUst when FCDA will officially 
announce Its new civil defense 
policy la problematic. It la a 
highly touchy subject.' 

For one thing It flatly contra- 
dicts previous FCDA policy. A 
former director -laid down the 
policy, “Don’t take to the hills.” 

Furthermore, and most basic 
to the issue, FCDA is not 
allowed to talk about the H- 
bomb. - This fact above all 
stymies anything the agency 
tries to do. Any dvll defense 
plan worth .the* paper it is 
written on has to be backed up 
with facts. How do you plan 
without the facts? Or without 
being able to tell the facts?' 

This Is the enigma posed by 
our near-blind policy of atomic 
secrecy. 

In tbe absence of facts rumors 
will grow. These rumors will 
exaggerate the power of the H- 
bomb until Is assumes the pro- 
portions of a weapon against 
which you cannot hope to plan 
a defense. -This is already 
happening. 

Consider, for example, the 
statement made by one Senator 
that aji H-bomb -burst over 
Cblcago would wipe out Mil- 
waukee. This statement is net 
based upon fact It demands 
official refutation. Unofficially, 
one can calculate boiv big such 
a bomb would be. It would be 
a monstrous contraption— if it 
could by some weird stretch of 
the imagination be constructed 
at all— weighing much mbre 
than 100 tons. ' No airplanes are 
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even - in the '"dream stage to 
carry such a- bomb. 1 

-The Irony, oft he situation Is 
that ‘ Milwaukee Is one . of the 
few cities to work out a good 
civil defense ' plan. Carefully 
made plans have been drawn to 
evacuate Milwaukee city-dwell- 
ers to safe locations outside the 
metropolis. How. is their civil 
defense director going to' as- 
sure. his charges that any place 
will be safe? 

There is absolutely no reason 
why the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission and; the ■ Defense De- 
partment should continue to re- 
fuse to release' tbe facts about 
what modern nuclear, weapons 
can do. After all, the facta 
needed concern the effects of 
bombs, not their internal archi- 


tecture'. ?or . how you prepuce 
them. ' V, ■ 

Out Federal. Government can 
no longer evade the issue. It 
must 'break secrecy on the' H- 
bomb, admit ' that the" weapon 
is in existence, and describe Its 
effects. Otherwise civil defense 
will, sink to deeper throes of 
apathy and we might Just as 
well forget about It Likewise, 
unless the facts can be told, the 
Federal Civil Defense' Adminis- 
tration may never announce Its 
new policy of. evacuation — no 
one will have any -confidence 
that It will be effective. ’ ' ' 

That la why President Elsen- 
hower must taka matters -into 
Ms own hands and crack the 
hard shell of secrecy about the 
H-bomb. , .. . 


